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provision (§ 1-210 (b) (5) (A)) of act; claim that Department of Energy and
Environmental Protection was not engaged in trade for purposes of § 1-210 (b)
(5) (A); claim that trial court erred in concluding that commission’s determina-
tion that answer key satisfied secrecy requirements under § 1-210 (b) (5) was
supported by substantial evidence; whether department made reasonable efforts
to maintain secrecy of information in answer key; whether information in pro-
posals submitted to department was given in confidence.

Antonio A. v. Commissioner of Correction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
Habeas corpus; request for order to show cause pursuant to statute (§ 52-470 (d)

and (e)); claim that habeas court erred in failing to afford petitioner’s counsel
reasonable opportunity to investigate cause of delay in filing second habeas
petition; whether habeas court was obligated to delay its consideration of respon-
dent’s request for order to show cause because petitioner’s counsel represented to
court that it was possible that, in future, petitioner could pursue actual innocence
claim in amended petition; whether habeas court abused its discretion in refusing
to afford petitioner any additional time prior to acting on respondent’s request
for order to show cause; whether petitioner’s counsel was on notice of purpose
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